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ESSENTIAL CHARACTERISTICS
OF NON-JURISDICTIONAL METHODS
OF LEGAL PROTECTION: TEMPORAL ASPECT

Abstract. The purpose of the research is to study the essential and temporal features of non-
jurisdictional ways to protect the violated civil law; establish temporal criteria of protective capacity
of the right different from the time of realization of the claim. Research methods. The author used general
scientific and special-scientific methods of cognition which allow considering temporal factors as elements
of subjective substantive law and legal relations in general and determining their position in the system
of protective mechanism of civil law. Results. The main doctrinal concepts concerning the principles
of applying such measures of influence on the offender as self-defense and the use of operational protective
equipment are studied. It has been established that the non-jurisdictional means have such legal support
as a person’s appeal to a court. This power consists of a set of actions of the holder of the violated subjective
civil law aimed at terminating the violation or other protection without recourse to the competent
authority of the state. However, in the temporal context, the legal standardization has various character,
and the statute of limitations is not applied for determination of term of protection in similar character.
It is important for self-defense to waver at the time of the offense, and it is necessary to follow the general
principles of good faith and reasonableness for operational sanctions, since the law in most cases does not
set the time of their implementation. In this regard, some aspects of the application of such operational
actions as withdrawal from the contract, unilateral change, or termination of the legal relationship
at the will of the creditor are considered. It is only important that the plaintiff has the authority to perform
these actions, that is, in other words, such authority should be reflected in the law or agreement. It is also
necessary that these actions were within the time limit of adequate response. Conclusions. The article
concludes that the time limits for the exercise of these powers must be established by law. In particular,
the legal act should indicate the need to take relevant precautionary actions within a reasonable period
from the moment of detection of the violation and the limited duration of the existence of these powers.
The time of the specific security powers should be reasonable but not exceed the duration of the violation.

Key words: reasonable term, statute of limitations, operative protection.

1. Introduction. a form acceptable to society. Thus, the statutory

The appeal of the entitled person to the com-
petent authorities of the state with a request to
protect the violated or disputed right is one
of the most effective means of protection for
the holders of subjective civil rights. The pos-
sibility of law enforcement is part of the sub-
jective substantive right to sue. The purpose
of a subjective right is that the subject could
legally, within the limits of the powers granted
to him by the objective law, take actions aimed
at meeting his own needs. At the same time,
the judicial method of protection of the violated
civil right is not the only option for exercising
the right to protection (Kostruba, 2014, p. 116).
Moreover, the state cannot always provide com-
pulsory protection of rights promptly and in
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obligation of the state to exercise the protection
of subjective rights of the individual does not
preclude the use of other more mobile protec-
tion mechanisms. In the literature, the opinion
was expressed that the application of the pro-
tected person for protection to the state com-
petent authority occurs only in the case when
the measures of self-protection did not give
positive results (Eliseikin, 1975, p. 10). It is
hardly possible to agree with this point of view,
as self-defense of the law and other extrajudicial
means of its protection are quite autonomous.
Moreover, it is unacceptable that the possibil-
ity of applying these protective measures only
when the violation or danger to subjective civil
law could not be eliminated by other protec-
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tive means. After all, Art. 20 of the CCU clearly
states that the exercise of the right to protection
is exercised by a person at his discretion (Ant-
onyuk, 2004, p. 13). This norm should be under-
stood as the fact that a person has the right to
decide not only on the issue of protection or
refusal but also choose the appropriate form
and method.

2. Legal substantiation of non-judicial
methods of protection of the right.

After violating a person's subjective civil
right, he is free to choose a judicial or non-ju-
dicial (non-jurisdictional) form of protection,
the method of protection. This authority is a set
of actions of the holder of the violated subjec-
tive civil right aimed at terminating the vio-
lation or other protection without recourse to
the competent authority of the state. Pow-
ers covered by a non-jurisdictional method
of legal protection are divided into the right to
prompt influence on the offender and self-de-
fense. Although the plaintiff is legally autho-
rized to choose the method of protection, such
a choice in a non-jurisdictional format is often
limited, because, as a rule, the means of protec-
tion of civil rights are inextricably linked with
the nature of the right being protected. Thus,
in the protection of property rights, the actions
of the actual order can be carried out — self-de-
fense in the form of necessary defense, etc.,
and in the implementation of protective obli-
gations, operational measures of influence seem
the most appropriate and adequate.

At the same time, the law, providing for
such methods as self-defense of subjective
rights, application of operational measures by
the authorized person, etc., mostly does not
regulate their temporal factors, does not spec-
ify the terms limiting actions of the person
the right belongs to. According to the legisla-
tor, the actions must lawful and consistent with
the nature of the most protected substantive
law. The same can be said for other non-judicial
means of protecting violated civil rights. For
example, in accordance with Art. 17 of the Civil
Code of Ukraine, the protection of civil rights
and interests may be exercised by the Presi-
dent of Ukraine, state authorities, authorities
of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea or local
governments within their own powers. In this
situation, unless otherwise provided by legisla-
tion defining the scope of these powers, the pro-
tection of rights in the administrative order is
not limited in time.

As it has been convincingly proven in the lit-
erature, the term is an integral and essential ele-
ment of subjective right (Guyvan, 2014, p. 21-22;
Guyvan, 2021, p. 108), it should be recognized
that the duration of the creditor's protective
powers to self-defense or operational influence
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on the offender should be determined based
on general legal principles of reasonableness
and good faith. In other words, the tempo-
ral characteristics of substantive law, with-
out which it cannot exist, for these relations
are determined each time by the participants
themselves following the nature and scope
of the protective action, the order of its commis-
sion, etc. In the author’s opinion, this approach
of the legislator is unjustified, as it allows for
broad subjectivity in assessing the correctness
of the application of the mentioned measures.
Moreover, since the misapplication of non-ju-
dicial protective measures against a defaulting
debtor can be challenged in court (Guyvan,
2004, p. 37-38), legal uncertainty on this issue
gives rise to law enforcement differences. There-
fore, this section will explore the issue of tempo-
rary regulation of out-of-court remedies.
Demonstrative application of means of pro-
tection of the violated right by the right holder
is the operative influence on the violator of civil
law provided by the legislation of Ukraine.
Let’s first consider the issues related to the legal
nature of this remedy. In modern civilization,
there is almost no dispute about the existence
and statutory consolidation of such a specific
form of civil protection of the violated sub-
jective right as the application of a counter-
party that improperly fulfills its obligations,
the impact of operational nature aimed at elim-
inating illegally achieved the offender results or
to prevent him from achieving such results. It
has already been mentioned that their principal
feature is the exercise of the protection powers
enshrined in the legislation or the contract by
the holder of the violated right without recourse
to the authorized body of the state. However,
the application of such types of influence on
the infringer does not eliminate the possibility
of the obligated person to appeal their applica-
tion to a court or a commercial court. Thus, it
is clear that by granting the creditor some pro-
tection and legal powers or authorizing their
dispositive establishment, the state provided
the possibility of coercion against the defaulting
debtor by unilateral actions of the commissioner.
Given the above nature of the relevant
interactions of the participants of the protec-
tive obligation, domestic legal science has had
and still has lively discussions about the rela-
tions between operational influence and state
coercion. Thus, B.B. Cherepakhin put forward
the thesis that the concept of the right to sue
in a broad sense covers any claims of the autho-
rized person presented to the offender both
in court and another order to protect his vio-
lated right. In this case, this definition is also
applied to the implementation of measures
of operational influence on the violator, when
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the authorized person is given the right to inde-
pendently ensure the fulfillment of the security
obligation (Cherepakhin, 1964, p. 72). This
thesis is embodied in the works of A.A. Dobro-
volsky that the lawsuit is used as a procedural
remedy in both judicial and non-judicial bodies
(Dobrovolsky, 1965, p. 5). Modern researchers
have developed this concept. In particular, they
note that self-defense is a form of state coer-
cion, which characterizes another qualitative
state of such coercion, the possibility of which
supports the exercise of every subjective right
and the fulfillment of every legal obligation
(Basin, 2003, p. 421). Understanding the system
of measures provided by law, which are based on
state coercion and aimed at ensuring the invi-
olability of rights, elimination of offenses, as
protection (Lyashevska, 2018, p. 112), these
researchers concluded that signs of state coer-
cion occur in both jurisdictional protection
and self-defense.

The author cannot support this legal
approach. The concept of state and non-state
coercion has long been divided in scientific
works (Karkhalev, 2009, p. 70). From this point
of view, it is quite fair to say that measures
of operational influence on the defaulting debtor
do not require the use of state coercion. Thus,
the application of the latter, firstly, is ensured by
the involvement of a special competent state law
enforcement agency, and secondly, the mech-
anism of such application is regulated by rele-
vant procedural law, while coercion as a result
of individual protective action of the right
holder is much more efficient and less cumber-
some. procedural point of view. From a temporal
point of view, this approach also deserves critical
appraisal, as such a construction could necessi-
tate the application of the statute of limitations
on claims that are implemented through non-ju-
dicial jurisdictions or even the actions of a law
enforcement officer that does not comply with
civil law. The impossibility of applying the legal
provisions on prescription to cases of non-claim
protection of the violated right has already been
indicated in our civil doctrine. At the same time,
the possibility of judicial protection of the right
through the use of state coercion arises after
its violation and is limited to certain terms —
the statute of limitations.

3. The essence of the right to non-jurisdic-
tional protection.

The protected legal relations, regard-
less of whether it is implemented with
the help of a competent body or independently
by the right holder, includes coercive menas —
sanctions. Thus, protection measures and lia-
bility as types of civil sanction can usually be
carried out both with the help of a competent
body and out of court. The debtor's voluntary

performance of a breach of duty or compensa-
tion for damages is an example of the latter. As
Y.S. Zhytsynsky correctly noted, most civil law
sanctions are shaped in the law as an obligation
of the offender to perform particular restorative
or compensatory actions due to their focus
and property nature (Zhytsynsky, 1966, p. 13).
Although the literature has criticized the pos-
sibility of covering a voluntary overdue obli-
gation by sanctions (Bratus, 1973, p. 33), it
cannot be accepted. The fact is that the con-
tent of the protective legal relations, which
arise after the violation of regulatory law,
contains the obligation of the debtor to suffer
the negative consequences of the offense. Such
an obligation exists from the moment of viola-
tion regardless of whether the claim is made by
the managed entity or not. Therefore, it would
be completely wrong to link security relations
only with the use of state coercion. Coercion
is a procedural method of influence, the imple-
mentation of which achieves the goal of restor-
ing the violated right, cessation of illegal actions
or other positive effect. If the statutory proteted
duty is performed voluntarily, there is no need
for coercion. However, the substantive result
will be the same.

Ifthe voluntary implementation of the protec-
tion and legal obligation, which arose as a result
of violation of subjective substantive law, does
not occur, the question arises about the applica-
tion of certain means of influence to the debtor.
In our civilization, the thesis according to which
the existence of the possibility to ensure state
coercion exercised by a law enforcement body
does not deny the existence of other means of pro-
tection of the violated or disputed right is prac-
tically undeniable. As Y.K. Osipov pointed out,
neither the interests of the state, nor the interests
of specific subjects of law do not create the need
in any case of a civil offense to apply to the bod-
ies endowed with jurisdictional powers. The
state has the right to provide the opportunity
to exercise the right to the holder, establishing
an appropriate framework for appropriate action
(Osipov, 1973, p. 94).

There is no consensus in science as to
whether there is a type of sanctioned out-
of-court operative influence on the violator
of the exercise by the commissioner of his pro-
tection authority, which arose within the rele-
vant protection-legal relationship as a result
of the obligor's failure. Some scholars consider
these actions a separate sanction that can be
implemented by the person itself (Stoyakin,
1973, p. 15). In principle, we can agree with this
position. Indeed, a sanction is a way of influenc-
ing an offender. As we have pointed out in pre-
vious sections of this paper, sanction is seen in
the doctrine as a legal concept that encompasses

13



9/2021
CIVIL LAW AND PROCESS

both liability and other remedies. In this con-
text, we can consider as a sanction the further
imposition on the debtor of the obligation to
reimburse the costs associated with this, to pay
a penalty. These sanctions are applied in court
and are measures of civil liability.

At the same time, the civil law also includes
a unilateral change or termination of the legal
relationship at the discretion of the creditor
(Article 611 of the CCU). In this case, this pro-
tective authority within the meaning of this reg-
ulation can be exercised both as a result of a rel-
evant claim to the court, and by independent
active behavior of the managed person. It is only
important that the plaintifthas the authority to
perform these actions, that is, in other words,
such authority should be reflected in the law
or agreement. And, although the doctrine does
not end the controversy over the legal nature
of such a phenomenon as prompt response to
the offender (for example, V.P. Gribanov notes
that these measures can not be attributed to
sanctions because they are not general in nature
and do not improve property state of the cred-
itor (Gribanov, 2000, p. 34), in our opinion,
these are still sanctions, moreover — sanctions
in the form of civil liability, as they are listed as
such in Article 611 of the CCU. Therefore, it is
categorically impossible to agree with the opin-
ion of E.O. Krasheninnikov that the measures
of civil liability are always associated with
state influence, and the relevant rights can be
exercised only with the help of a jurisdiction
(Krasheninnikov, 1990, p. 33-34).

But the inclusion of only the measures of civil
liability in the concept of sanction does not
exhaust its content. Among the types of material
consequences of the offense — sanctions — there
are also other types of influence that provide
protection but do not impose additional bur-
dens on the debtor. In particular, it is a ques-
tion of restoration of the previous condition
of the relation, performance of a duty in kind.
Therefore, if the legislator provides the possi-
bility of operative influence of the authorized
person on the offender by individual application
of liability measures, which are known to lead to
a new burden on the obligated person, it is logi-
cal to give the creditor the opportunity to inde-
pendently carry out a security obligation, when
its implementation is to take personal action.
For example, the creditor may independently
choose the goods from a third party, where it is
stored, if the debtor does not transfer it within
the prescribed period. However, such a rule
is still not widespread in the implementation
of specific relationships, so we must state that
the most appropriate measure of operational
influence is the extrajudicial application of sanc-
tions to the violator in the form of civil liability.
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Belonging of protection rights to the right
holder is authorized in the current civil legis-
lation. It follows both from the general norm
of Article 15 of the CCU and from certain norms
of substantive law. The important factor is that
the exercise of this protection and legal authority
always occurs through the commission of active
unilateral actions by the managed entity. As for
the responsibilities of another party to the pro-
tection obligation — the debtor — the infringer,
they consist in the passive behavior of the latter,
the need to take measures of unilateral protec-
tive influence. Thus, the actions of the creditor
in this situation are guaranteed (sanctioned)
by law and constitute the material content
of the law enforcement relationship, according
to which the creditor's authority to take active
action is opposed by the debtor's passive obliga-
tion not to interfere with his right.

If the measures of operative influence
of a party in a civil legal relationship on the vio-
lator are recognized as one of the ways to pro-
tect civil rights and interests, then naturally
they should be reflected in the main legal doc-
ument governing civil relations — in the gen-
eral part of CCU law. Moreover, the special
rules governing certain binding relationships
specify such sanctions. For example, one
of the most effective means of prompt response
to a breach of an obligation is a unilateral waiver
of the contract (Luts, 2001, p. 68; Crome,
1900, p. 183). Thus, the landlord has the right
to withdraw from the contract and demand
the return of the thing, if the tenant does not
pay for the use of the thing for three consecu-
tive months (Part 1 of Article 782 of the CCU)).
As you can see, the creditor party for the breach
of the obligation terminates the contract by
unilateral action without recourse to the juris-
diction. This is the difference between this
response and the termination of the contract
at the request of the landlord (Article 783
of the CCU). In the latter case, the decision to
terminate the contract is made by the court.

Examples of operational sanctions are often
found in special rules of law governing private
law. They can be represented by the refusal
of the contract or the acceptance of improper
performance (for example, Articles 678, 684,
848, 849 of the Civil Code of Ukraine, Arti-
cles 268, 270 of the Civil Code of Ukraine),
the transfer of a counterparty that does not
properly perform monetary obligations, to pre-
pay, limit or terminate the provision of utilities
and other services to consumers who violate
the privileges of using them, etc. But, again, in
general, there is no indication of such opera-
tional protection in the Civil Code.

It may not be necessary to introduce rules
on operational measures of influence in Chapter
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3 of the Civil Code, as it specifies the general
methods of legal protection inherent in protec-
tion relations in any area of civil law regulation.
Operational influence is used only in the imple-
mentation of security interactions, which are
formed as a result of breach of obligation. In
addition, the parties to the obligation may apply
operational measures to the counterparty only
when they are endowed with the necessary
powers under the terms of the contract or by
law. Thus, the operative influence on the viola-
tor of the right should be qualified as a special
way of protection of civil rights, which derives
from the obligatory legal relations. Therefore,
it must be specifically reflected in the main
act of civil law, for example, in Chapter 51
of the CCU. Moreover, this specification should
relate not only to the definition of such tools
and instructions on how to implement them, but
also to determine the grounds, timing and pro-
cedure for its application.

4. Features of temporal regulation of rela-
tions on operational protection.

If the normative act or agreement of the par-
ties to the legal relationsh prescribes the possi-
bilities, grounds and nature of the operational
sanction to the defaulting debtor, the legal-
ity of their application to the counterparty in
breach of the obligation, as a rule, does not cause
discussion. In this case, the arbitrary interpreta-
tion of the creditor's right in such a case is ille-
gal. Thus, if, for example, the contract defines
the offense for which restriction can be applied,
then, in case of legal fact — commission of such
a violation —exercise of the creditor’s right is
lawful. Thus, according to the current Ukrainian
legislation, the creditor is the owner of a cer-
tain protective subjective right to take opera-
tional measures as a unilateral action against
a faulty counterparty. Guided by the statu-
tory or contractual scope of powers that make
up the content of this right, the entity may
take actions that lead to the implementation
of the authority enshrined in law. At the same
time, the duty of the entitled person is not to
go beyond the limits set for the most subjec-
tive right. This applies equally to the content
of the right itself and the implementation
of measures for its implementation. Undoubt-
edly, the content of subjective law includes
the term of its existence.

However, as already mentioned, the legisla-
tion generally does not set deadlines for oper-
ational protection measures, and this, in our
opinion, is its disadvantage. Based on the prin-
ciples of pragmatism and reasonableness in
the implementation of substantive and legal
interactions in society and, given the regula-
tory imperfections of this segment of regulation,
the issue of timeliness of operational measures

to influence the offender, we have devoted sev-
eral special works (Guyvan, 2011, p. 95-102;
Guyvan, Monograf., 2014, p. 384-408). One
of the main conclusions obtained from these
studies is that the duration of operational mea-
sures can not be unlimited, and even more so,
not set by the lender at its discretion. We are
convinced that the expediency of such sanctions
(and hence the period of application) should be
limited to the duration of the offense, this is
the duration of the violation and can be recog-
nized as a period for the application of opera-
tional non-jurisdictional measures, unless oth-
erwise specified in the regulation. The relevant
rule should be reflected in current civil law.

In the same cases, when the procedure
and mechanism of application of certain oper-
ational sanctions to a defective counterparty is
defined in a special legal act (this usually applies
to the provision of various utilities and fixed in
the relevant Rules), the entitled party to exer-
cise the right to unilateral action must follow
the procedure. of a certain duration provided
by law. Moreover, this legislation does not allow
the immediate application of these measures
after the offense, postponing the implementation
of this protection right until a certain point. In
some cases, the application of operational mea-
sures requires repeated violations of the same
right (systematic violation). It is clear that there
must be some (reasonable) time between viola-
tions. After all, these one-time but repeated vio-
lations cannot be qualified as ongoing.

In our opinion, such an approach is justi-
fied: the legislation should contain a certain
deferral period, intended for the violation to
be "ripe" and the protective legal relationship
regarding the application of operational influ-
ence on the violator to acquire its ability. As for
the length of the period during which an oper-
ational sanction can be applied, then, again,
the law usually does not contain any reserva-
tions. Strictly speaking, there is no legal require-
ment that would limit the period of applica-
tion of the operational sanction provided for
in Art. 615 CCU (unilateral withdrawal from
the contract), say one or three years. Moreover,
the period of application of operational mea-
sures can not be linked to the statute of limita-
tions. In our opinion, this is the situation when,
say, the landlord withdraws from the contract
in 2021, because the tenant in 2016 for three
months in a row did not pay for the use of prop-
erty, although it can not be considered illegal,
but it is illogical. Thus, if we talk about the tim-
ing of the operational impact on the violator as
a form of protection of rights (Luts, 1993, p. 27),
then only in the understanding of the minimum
reasonable duration of the operational actions
themselves.
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3. Conclusions.

It is proposed to introduce relevant amen-
dements in the civil legislation (e.g., to set out
in a separate article an approximate non-ex-
haustive list of statutory powers of the creditor
in case of breach of obligation by the debtor,
as it is found in Art. 236 of the Commercial
Code of Ukraine). However, the indication
of the existence of such material interactions
should not be limited to adjustment. The lim-
its of realization of the specified powers should
be established in the same article. In partic-

of the mechanism for exercising these rights, it
is necessary to point out the need to take rel-
evant preventive actions within a reasonable
period from the moment of detection of the vio-
lation and the limited duration of these powers.
As for the duration of the human rights actions,
fixed periods for the application of operational
influence on the violator may be established in
special norms for certain legal relations. A gen-
eral rule should contain a note that the term
of the relevant protected powers should be rea-
sonable but, in any case, not to exceed the dura-

ular, with regard to the temporal regulation  tion of the violation.
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CYTHICHI XAPAKTEPUCTUKH HEIOPUCIUKIIIMHUX CIIOCOBIB
IIPABOBOT'O 3AXHUCTY: TEMIIOPAJIbHU ACIIEKT

Auorauis. Memoo po60TH € BUBUEHHS IIUTAHHS PO CYTHICHI Ta TEMIIOPAJIbHI O3HAKK HEIOPHUCIUK-
[IHHIX COCOGIB 3aXUCTY MOPYIIEHOTO IUBIILHOTO MpaBa; BCTAHOBJIEHHS TEBHUX YAaCOBUX KPHUTEPIiB
OXOPOHHOI 3/[@THOCTI NPaBa, BIAMIHHOI Bijl yacy peasisallii 030BHOTO oMarantsi. Memoou docaioxcen-
HA. Bukopucrano 3araJbHOHAyKOBI Ta CIIEIiaJbHO-HAYKOBI METOAM Ii3HAHHS, SIKi al0Thb 3MOTY PO3-
[JISTHYTH TEMIIOPATbHI YMHHUKU SIK eJIeMEHTH Cy0'€KTHBHOTO MATePiaJibHOTO MPaBa i IPaBOBiIHOMIEH-
HS 3arajioM Ta BUBHAYMTH iX MiCIle B CHCTEMi 3aXMCHOTO MeXaHi3My IMBiJIbHOTO 1paBa. Pesyavmamu.
JlocnifizkeHO OCHOBHI OKTPUHAJIBHI KOHIIEIIII CTOCOBHO IIPUHIUIIB BYMHEHHSI TaKMX 3aXO/liB BILUIUBY
Ha [IPABOMOPYIIHUKA, SIK CAMO3AXICT i 3aCTOCYBAHHS ONIEPATHBHUX 3aXUCHUX 3ac006iB. BeranosieHo, 1o
i HEIOPUCAMKIIIHHI CIocOOK MAKOTh Take caMe opuAryHe 3a0e31eueH s, K i 3BepHEHHS 0COOH [0 CYILY.
Ile noBHOBaKEeHHS sIBJIsIE COOOIO MIEBHY CYKYIHICTD [l HOCIsI OPYIIEHOro cy( €KTHBHOTO [UBLILHOTO
[paBa, CIPSIMOBAHY Ha MPUIMHEHHS TIOPYIIeHHs abo iHmmit 3axucT 6e3 3BepHEHHsI 10 KOMIIETEHTHOTO
oprany aep:xasu. OJIHAK y TEMIIOPAJILHOMY BiJIHOIIEHHI TIPABOBE YHOPMYBAaHHSI Ma€ Pi3HUII Xapakrep,
UL BU3HAYEHHS CTPOKY 3aXUCTY B TAKOMY XapakTepi I1030BHA JIaBHICTb He 3acTOCOBY€EThCs. [ist camo-
3aXUCTY BaKJIMBO, 100 BiH BiIOYBaBCsi B MOMEHT IIPABOIIOPYIIIEHHS, a [JIs OIIEPATUBHUX CAHKIIIN (11032~
SIK 3aKOH y O1JIBITOCT] BUITA/IKIB HE BCTAHOBIIIOE Yac iX 3/iliCHEHHS) HEOOXIIHO KepPyBATUCS 3arajlbHIMH
[PUHIUIIAME T0OPOCOBICHOCTI Ta PO3YMHOCTI. Y [IbOMY CEHCI PO3IJVIAHYTI OKPEMi aCleKTH 3aCTOCYBaHHS
TaKUX OIlEPaTHUBHUX Iili, K BiZIMOBA Bijl /I0OTOBOPY, OZIHOCTOPOHHS 3MiHA YU NPUIIMHEHHS IIPABOBIHO-
ILIEHHS 32 BOJIEBUSIBJIEHHSM BipuTess. Bakinso jmiie, 106 BipuTes b MaB IIOBHOBaKEHHS HA BUMHEHHSI
BKa3aHUX [ili, TOOTO 1151 IPABOMOYHICTH Ma€e OyTH BifoOpakeHa B 3aKOHOAABCTBI ab0 yroji. Takox HeoO-
XiHo, mo6 BKazaHi Aii mepebyBan B YaCOBUX MEKaxX aJleKBaTHOTO pearyBaHHs. Buchoexu. YHaciaok
POBIJIsIAY Y CTATTi 3pOOJIEHO BUCHOBOK, 110 YACOBI MEXI 3AIHCHEHHSI BKa3aHUX NPABOMOYHOCTEH HE0O-
Xi/IHO BCTAHOBUTH HOPMATUBHO. 30KPEMa, Y IIPABOBOMY aKTi BAPTO BKA3aTU Ha HEOOXIIHICTb BUMHEHHS
HIeBHUX IOIEePe/PKYBAIbHUX /il YIIPOJIOBK PO3YMHOTO CTPOKY Bi/l MOMEHTY BUSIBJICHHS [TOPYIIEHHS Ta Ha
0OMEKeHICTh TPUBAJIOCTI ICHYBaHHS 3a3HAYE€HUX MOBHOBaXKeHb. Jac BiMOBIAHUX OXOPOHHUX MOBHOBA-
JKeHb Ma€ OyTU PO3YMHUM, IPOTE He IEPEBUIIYBATH TPUBAJIICTD OPYILIEHHS,
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